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Mi-TAMORPHOSEN IRANISCHER DENKMALER 



,S ehst du die* Fftu toft, tie i,t cine gewiase Char- 
OHd Cerdij und du andcre in Mant, cin Mann, dcr 
|iC untcrh.eU und den sit in ihrer Badcwannc ermor- 
dctc Man mufi dnch WR cn, dnfl allc die* umcrhalte- 
ncn \Wibcr Cnwllen *ind'\ - Hippolvie Tame liC, 
cmcn framostschen SoJdaten die* zu scincm Kamcra- 
den sagen, wihrend *ic auf dem idrowchcn Kapitol 
vor emer Judith mit dem ! laupt des Hdofcrnes stcW 
und bemcrkt dazu: M ti handeh sich urn Gcschichic 
so Wlc s,r wird » «nn Hie in den Gehirncn des Volkes 
ausgcarbcitct, vcrunsulict und vcrgrubert wird". 

MiBintcrprctationcn auf Grund politischer Vor- 
cingenommenhcit - oder praziscr: eines neuen, 
politischcn Mythos und des Vcrlustcs cincs altc- 
rcn - warcn in Mcngc betzubringen. Ein bc- 
kanntcs Bcispiel dcr klassischcn Welt ist tier Be- 
richt ubcr das sugenannte Grabmal des Sardana- 
pallos in Anchialc bci Tarsus und in Ninus: 
Lcmcres tragc in assyrischen Zeichcn die Auf* 
fordcrung: ,,iB, trink und vcrgniige Dich ; denn 
allcs Andcre isc nicht das wcn il - womit er 
das Schnalzcn mit den Fingcrn gemeint habe, 
das auf dcr Stele dargcstellt gewesen sci (Aristc- 
bulos ap. Athcnaios XII 530c, mit mchrcren 
Variantcti). Wic schon Ed. Meyer geschen hat, 
wird hier cine typisch neuassyrische SiegessteJc 



beschncben* auf dcr dcr Konig die Gottersym- 
bolc mil ausgcstrcckiem Finger vcrchrt* - Die 
Variantc des Choiriios (ap. Athcnaios XII 
„kh wurde Konig, und wahrend .eh das 
Licht dcr Sonne schautc, trank t aB und liebtc 
tch*\ spick sicher auf die FlugcJsonnc des Sha- 
mash an, die mcist vor dem betenden Hcrrschcr 
crschcint, dem scincrseits ^copfcrt wird fz B 
Abb. 1), 

Solchc „Lcsungcn" von bcrciu unlcsbar gewor- 
denen Inschriftcn sind Ixi den Gricehcn nicht 
selten und mancbmal vicl nahcr an dcr Wahr 



1 Rri*e in Italicn, Uben, v. JL Hardt fDicdcnchi 1 



141. 

2 Forschungcn iur alien Gcschjchrc I (iljx) jojff.: die 
Vorbifdcr musscn eme Stele in Ninive { # ,«hnabeiid M } und 
cin Bild mil gcfalceten Hinden tn Anchnle (.,klmchend M J 
gewesen scin. F. Wciilbach, RE II 1 f j 9 ioj 1446 ft. 
4 B. Lancbbcrgcr* M«!cilungen der AlicirwtitjJwchcn Gc 
scllscliaft IV = FS. B, Mci«ncr £1919) 1^4 fT; M L Grubcr. 
JANES 6, 1974, 73 ft ; U. hUgcn, As*yriKbe Konigsdar' 
«el!ungen - Aspekte dcr HeTTichaft = HaF IX (1986) 4^ ft.: 
dcr Gc5ius des t #ban* /itr4jat*\ - Auch das auf dem Denkmaj 
in Anchiifc bcschricbcnc M Handcfcia«chcn*' hat H Mc>tr 
richtjg gcdeufet, wenn auch mit einem *u alten Bcwpid 
illustriert; vgl jctzt Magen ebd. 40^ : ..Ktinig mit ver- 
schranktcn I linden" (vor Gottern). 




Abb 



SaJmanassaf ML mtt /wci Vncstcm \ihicrt vur cincr Kdnigsitck und iwei Gottcnundarten in dcr Nine de* 
Vansec* {Mflgcn 3 ji Taf. v « n cmcm Brorweliand aus Ibbwat. Urn Muv Zetchnun^ H Scili 



1 16 

■oumev can be * . s< . It icni«K « ' 

1 111 kn p«-n site wjs >nc >hort 

^ Lbh l^ fllcd ^f L two 
kU prober ' ^ ^rdcr. ionic t* 

^^^^^ cached Razumc- 

um - d h ' s than 6 days d-£ 

^ ,;C!M,J !„^ TahLkka ,0 their arrival 

lr,im,hC,rP ^t cxactlv 7 months) seems to 
m ficbatana (almost exa j A man y 

indicate ih« iw l«w ' . wc knoW 



STEFAN p crs|a tn)m ,-.- c() 

. (..tc-balani s stay 
i^miiul »' ith , ^member a 7 . J |7> To the bttcr ^ 

non ,0 identic K^^'f the «F * 6 ro ^jTlelst a few weeks which were 
sUg |pstion to ltin crary 01 at least - .. , . , 

im Sn« * ^.L, „ this basis. The *gP_ ^ a iou mey from Ecbamna back ,0 

BabyhW 
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I/e/tftf Zawad^ki 
U/iimrsytet im. A 
Initytut Hisiorii 
11L Su>. Martin 78 
61-S09 Pc^nati 



MicJuewic^a 



STP.J'AN ZAWAI1ZKI 



BARDIYA, DARIUS AND BABYLONIAN USURERS tv tim , 
OF THE BISnUN INSCRIPTION AND BABYLONI AN So'S? 



The events which took place in Persia and Ba- 
bylonia between the end of the Babylonian (and 
Persian) year 52 j (according to our calendar 
from Spring 522 B.C) and the end of the eighth 
month of 521 (which in our calendar corre- 
sponds to November) form probably the most 
vivid sequence of events in the history of the 
Persian Empire, Before proceeding to a detailed 
analysis, wc shall recall the most important facts 
in the way they arc presented in contemporary 
sources, especially in the famous Bisitun inscrip- 
tion, despite various reservations as to the value 
of the chronological data it contains, h recounts 
how Cambyses, before starting the campaign 
against Egypt, gave the command to murder 
his brother Bardiya, and simultaneously ordered 
this to be kept strictly secret. While Cambyses 
was staying in Egypt, in Persia a revolt broke 
out under the leadership of a certain Gaumata. 
The leader claimed to be Bardiya, Cambyses* 
late brother. The revolt started on the 14th of 
Addaru (XII) t Le, March t 1 , 522, and on the 
yth of Du'uzu (July 1) the whole empire was 
already subjected to Gaumata's rule. The acci- 
dental death of Cambyses in Syria created fa* 
vourable circumstances for Gaumata to remain 
on the throne which he had gained unlawfully. 

mere was no one - not a Persian, not a Mcdc, 
n ot a Babylonian, no one in the (other) lands, 
not a man of our line - who would take the 
Wngship from Gtiumata, the Magush. The peo- 
ple were in great fear of him. He was killing 
"wnjr people who had known KirJiva prevjous- 
* \ rhc deposing of the " false king " was ear- 
ned into effect only after Darius and his com 

ha ^ t0 ° k lhin & s into the" 1 own hands. They 
Ccl a Plot which led 10 the killing of Gau^ 
on xhc *oth of Tashritu (September 29), 



as he himself stated, it took him just one te* 
to suppress thcrn. The course of these filhi 
is related in =» iri-lingual insenptmn nri the ri^ 
ofBiSitun, with the central section of the menu- 
ment occupied by the relief measuring j by 
5,5 m, presenting Darius with two of his closcsr 
courtiers behind his back, and in front of htm 
depicting the original nine, and later ten defeat- 
ed rebel kings, A little to the righl of Darius' 
head there is a figure of Ahuramazda soaring 
in the air and blessing the king. Almost exactly 
over the head there is a ten iine Elamitc text 
containing Darius' genealogy. The figures of 
the vanquished rebel kinp are accompanied bv 
the so-called additions in all the three languages 
which enable us to identify them. 

Scholars disagree in their opinion concerning 
Gaumata. The first group of scholars, to which 
belong R. Fryc 3 and J. Wteschdfer\ fully accept 
the accounts of Herodotus and Bisirun and treat 



The 



overthrow of Bardiya/Smcrdis re- > 



• J would like to express my gratitude 10 Mr John ShcGm- 
nis for reading the manuscript and nis nuny invalunbte 
remarks and correction* I wouJd also like to thank him 
for letting me use his collations of "vcral texts, An abbrc* 
viMcd version of this paper was presented daring «j 
kj Zurich University in December 199'^ »« (hc ™ 
the memory of V t G. Lukonin in J^nuarv .99^ w 5^ l^rcr 
l>urg ^d during )$th RAI to HcM\*W 
Addmon.1 Abbreviates: AjSL = Amcncjui j«umal of 

Geographical Namc^ According "^^^^ 

formes fWicsbaden i„ r ^ f -Vak Onenral 

Teits from the T.me of Nebuchadn^r-^^ 

Vnes XVII ( 1 y Ko)- 

inicarum 1 < 1 97*} M ltm (Mufld'ai 

a R. Vnc. The HUiorj of Ancicrn 

99 



SultL '<l «n a scries of rebellions against Darius; DiW* " 



J. Wicichofcf. Oct A11WW" 



1 2$ 



rained the thro« 

Givmtt „ c,, m c of i»« |it[ > l rii)V a r"- 
unbwtultv- Sam* Mli0a of B«*>» ^ 

_ „,,„ je the *«■»■ u,-— •« order, tnc 
story sien Lamb}** s . 

formed, wW rted " ' vaIt0U 5 sources « «> ** 
dive«8«^ of lhe crime, he rccop 



the oral u*>c ui ^ tV- 



rf Bard.,-."* wthon > b ' ^ istan cc 
mpaW edbyanalmo^" cm|rrorJiUc 

^' k 'lf ff S i» Herodotus' 

dis o -,d « **« 



to Dira 



imcrdis aa* 



but by D 
aged w 



^sassinatcd W?*by Cambyscs, 
d his comrades who thus man- 
35^ the claim, to the throne o 

- u r of descent of the Acbaemcmd 
the older line ot aesccuv «... 

house- 

^ r • hi. iftfio't this belief was 
At the hegmnmg <* *c .9*^ ,ra s 

accepted and supported by 
Ltd bter bv H. Tadmor and E Btckmnan*. 
The last two demonstrated that Danus, being 
n a usurocr could have used Aicsopota- 
mim customs to legitimize his power in a mas- 
^ wiy, creating hi* 5fWW» ^ a£ Giurotttsi's 
usurpation of the throne. He odlized folk le- 
gends ibmit an evil demon who had removed 
the king from the throne and assumed the 
king's shape, As 2 result of this the real course 
of events was quite rapidly .forgotten. When 
Herodotus visited Babylon some 70-80 years 7 
hucr* these events were related to him in a ver- 
sion bearing close resemblance to that of the 
BUitun inscription. They were also related in 
a similar way to Ctcsias of Cnidus during his 
stay ai the court of Artaxerxcs UK 

The research which has been conducted so far 
makes Darius' star)' about Gaumata, the Ma- 
gush, implausible, but 
thai Darius Ivinis 
mem that will 



t docs not provide proof 



tac must find an argu- 
low us to sec Darius's Ue not 
, - probable, but indeed unquestion- 
able tn the light of the testimony he left. 

g ^7° do lhi * »« take one more close 
look at the inscription* anil 



It is in 



rary form, 

datable, too, that the iconographic 
"a „f the monument was designed accordtng 
j t d e -of we ' j rhi5 cflSC Darius . 

~, his instructions.. 

* 7« manifest: the relief was supposed 
how Darius triumphal and protected by 
to snow defeated and humiliated his 

comics It was Darius wish to por- 
dannerous enemies* « WIM ■ 

tv the persons in such a way that they could 
be distinguished and identified. Tor this 
Ipose they were depicted - unlike on the pre 
EE Annubanini relief from S^W - in 
their characteristic "national' robes. In addi- 
tion some typical elements were stressed, for 
example the kind of .beards, coiffure, the cloth- 
ing and shoes 11 . 

Descriptions of the relief, including descrip- 
tions of individual figures, have been presented 



7a_T Otawread History of the Persian Empire (Chicago 
trf) 9 if. This suggestion had been made earlier - cl. Wi* 
Xfcr> 61 n- .and M.A. Dandatmev, A Pol meal Hmorj 
of the Achaancoid Empire (New York, kobenhavn, Koto 

n t 9 ) chap- nine. x^ mni A iC h fVl 

SMA. Dandamacv, Iran pn pervych Achemenidach (\ 1 

v, do n.c> (1965) *** «d in rhe German uanstouon Iran 
untet den enten Achamcnidcn (Wiesbaden 1976) 10% iT. and 
Dandamaev 4 chapter nine and ten. 
♦ EJ, Bickeflmn/H. Tadmor, Darius I, Pscudo Smcrdis 

and the Magi, Athcneum jG. 197*- t^ l(li ' 
1 Cf. J, frUcGinnis. Herodotus* Deacription of Babylon, 
Bulletin of the Institute of Classical Studies 3 j, 1 6t-»«« 
■ A detailed study of all the ancient accounts ni^lc 
bv Dandamacv 4 84 ff. . 
' Cf- M.C Root, The King and Kingship in AchacmcriW 
An, Essavs on the Creation of an Iconography of Rmpirc- 
Acta Iranica XJX (Uidcn 1979) »9* 3 " l would saj f^ 
that the planners ofihe relief had definite instructions abWi 
the tvpe of sculpture they were expected to desipn. 
» Cf. H- Luschey, Srudien dem Darius-Relief von rJisi ? 
un, AMI N.F. i, 1968, 6B and Root«» 196-toi and ^9- 
c£ Luscbey in: TchForsch Vtl ( 199O 

Luschcyw » 7 and Root' 1 8 j i Each of the bound prt«? - 
en u-cais clothing which, at least in a general 

Crnitarlv vaO*» 

suggestive of the land whence he comes. »imn.«'j. 
onns in physiognomy and coiffure have been uscu y» ^ 
m unpresaion of individuality to the eaten t diat eac ^ h 
aeems 10 characterize a certain regional or ethnic t>P^ 
a. also P. Oalmcver, 7,ur Genesc Altiranischcr Moti* 
Die ElaiTttselvPersische Tracht, AMI N.F. it, 
**we(i.c. "Lugcnk6mgc* , > wecden nicht nacii dem u ^ dcrn 
Aufetandcs bcklcidci dann mullte nichi nur Atnna * 



t^n. All $cht»l 



KjC=^^5T^ » C fnC^ { 

the relief from BisU BUf ^ * da * V e]m JJlTuLl im 



* ^ rcc d** the inscripu 



on is 



die grolJc Hcdeutung des angeborcnen Ethnikons m 
reich " (cf. also below), 



liAltniYA, DARIUS AND HA NYLON 1 AN' USURI^ 

th 



W LIMIT 



nher "f puhlicuion* 12 but, it seems, 
n still possibilttteai of making new nbscr- 
*ru\$ applicH in particular to Gaumata's 
C5tt of the Hiiitun inscription, 



vation* 



ficure 



In tne 



r with some 



^f h clpers f deposed and murdered Gaumata, 
te Median Magush, If we take a close Iodic 
thc figure crushed under Darius* foot, we 
recognize thc typical Persian long robe with 

u^rtertstics vertical folds 15 . F.vcn more tcll- 
- 45 the shape of Gaumata s right shoe that 
can be seen behind Darius* back. It is a charac- 
terisde Persian sandal with three straps'", differ- 
ing both from thc shoes worn by Persian mon- 
arch^ and thc Median shoes with their character- 
istic six srraps. A possible suggestion here, that 
Gaumata is depicted on thc relief in Persian 
attire and shoes for the sole purpose of showing 
him as a defeated usurper of the Persian throne 
must be refuted, because in such a case he 
would have to be wearing the so called '* royal 
shoes". Therefore, it cannot be the royal garb 15 . 
This being so, Gaumata, thc Median Magush, 
should be wearing Median clothing and shoes. 
Research shows that Median wear, just like that 
of the Magi, differed significantly from Persian 
clothing* 6 . If we assume that thc sculptors duti- 
fully fulfilled Darius' order to depict each rebel 
his : ** national** attire, then they left us in 
this way thc missing clue that it was not the 
Median Magush who was murdered by Darius, 
ll "t his Persian relative - Bardiya, Cambyscs's 
Mother and son of Cyrus II 17 . This means that, 
when concealing the traces of his crime, Darius 
°id not avoid making a mistake. If thc mur- 
jkwd person had been a Medc and a Magush, 

e s k° u 'd be dressed in a completely different 
! cither in Median attire, or in clothing typi- 
^ of the Magi. 

ering up the traces of his crime Darius 
made 1 r r ,» , 11 

1 «uer all, one mistake: he did not notice 
thai jk-. t4 

rclicn Dorics* 1 (thc inscriptions and thc 

mate* COmradict ° thcr in rcs P cct of Gau ' 
tr <micl ^ CfSUn ' * c arc dealing here with an ex- 

vcr >M situation whcrcb y a tcxt can bc 

"isto ■ - * C tclicr w ^ ich accompanies it 18 . 
rian8, mis irust of the version related by 



The 



ctexi is confirmed hv ihc 
was presented ., n thc 'relic 
liardiya/Smerdi*. Camby«a 
Cyrus. The whole story alx> 

gush was invented bv Danm ^u r : 1 
* 1 - wanus who m i\ 

tried to cover the odious burden of 



relief ifri^wi 
her and ion of 
umara the M*> 



his 



own couiib. Thc sculptors depicted the 
of the one who was actually murdcrcd 
clothing he was 3C n,al!y wearing, not thc person 
invented by Darius. This divergence between 
(he inscriptions and thc relief can be cxptamcd 
by the difference tn time between depicting thc 
relief and composing the texts. Trumpclmann, 
Whose suggestion seems to mc most probable^ 
believed that the original composition would 
have been composed of thc relief (without 
Skunkha) and ten-lines of inscription with thc 
genealogy of Darius over his head". It cannot 
be excluded that at that moment the version 
about a Magush-usurpcr did not yet exist and 
when it was created it was included in thc post- 



ir The best and most detailed description, bi«d on new 
photograph* taken in 1965, em be found in the ilready 
quoted publication of H. Lmclicy 10 Taf. 1J _ 4* 
» Luschev 10 74 Taf. 16, »». ji, }7-3. >9 ■« • Calmeyet" ji fl". 
B Luachey 11 76. Cf. H. von Gall, fcnbehe und Mcdische 
Stamine. AMI NJ. !, 197*. & » nd R 00 ** !, » " ul " l; 
Calmcyer" 17-1 1. esp. 47f- 

» Note that all otlier "fidae kinga" ate depicted withoui 
any attribution of their " royal " poahion- 
« Von Gull" 1T 7ff- a. ilw A. Ro«. The Aeh.en«md 
Robe. BiOr i. ijst. I B. ColAtaan. Or, S ,n oHhe 

Persian Robe. UAn, 4. .964. & T, '°™f , , " 

bn Dreaa in die Ach.emcnid Penod. fan 1. rtjjgg 
and P. Beck, A Note on the ReconMrueoon of the Ach* 

menid Robe IrAm , ,1,7*. ' ;^\ n(oma6ott ^rding 
W I„ Herodotus ur find a piece » ' 

riaible (exactly U. Id « K'^ m ^ 

pared their book. ,ce\\ ^ ^ R C - on lh c R<«k 

[ureS and Inaenpuuna of D«nu! fc (hj( , hlJ 

of Biattun fa (^» dofl '^ 7> , '^L,id. D" «*«» 
veraionis of Gr«k ong> n - * ■** 

te State. Smerd », IrA' ' ^^^d .^menid Re- 
P. C-lmeyer, Greek H.'U.no^ «*. 

1 ,c , n \L-h«meiud Hwwry " ial .i 1B . 

S i. Trumpelmann, Zur ; ,, ^ t)ltrtfung dcr 

mcn.ea Darcio,' I von B Ar.Aiu «! 
Eintubrung der ^"^^ ji*«U ;>P»» 
Jg7 |«I Abb, a. CX. ' |: nivr hun)t 

when Keilschnft. AMI > 



ion» of 
Jcr iltpew- 



, „» fioffl the same p«fl»- ' dlt y c rervt 

„ «f G*um» ta 111 F j !«• Prof. P- 0,1 " 
intcrprcation * 

- Mined *c Persia 

^ h C™»-^ **** to i ^ 

* * a brother of Cambyses. 

fi-*"* 1 "*"" « is stressed by his 

■ ,1,- re li c t" Benin •! - NkllL lu . 
parb on the re""- s brother, be- 

:dc n «ifi uon(an^be J ofthe/.M^tnbe) 

bur mcmbennipoftbecfass Of priest^ 
i, The reading of Ma-dw-' (line ij of the ba 
fconian Version) is not right; it means thai 
the earkst recognition of Gaumata as a Median 
comes only from Herodotus. 

1 agree Willi P- Calmwr that the person called 
]Gaumatti|i5^thc Bisirun inscription was a Per- 
sian and that Cambyscs* successor was an usurp- 
er. We differ, however, in the identification of 
the person in question (according to Calmcycr 
a member of a class of priests and to me the 
true brother of Cambyscs). Calmcycr approves 
only the first part of Darius' account, lc. the 
usurpation by a person who did not belong to 
the Achacmcnid family. However, I find it diffi- 
cult to refute the reading of t. i) of the Baby- 
lonian Version, which identifies Gaumata as a 
Mcde, which is important in Calmeycrs theory 
(no new reading was published till now). In 
my opinion, almost all accounts concerning 
Gaumata were invented by Darius in order to 
refute the odious burden of his killing his own 
cousin, 

The si 
cr rises i 

QQpam] 

in whic 



i feel sure that the motive of the usurper 

fhr0ne * « in the situation in the Persian km. 
lias its wots in tn^ 

pireinr**/* 21 ^ 

4_ m c -vcml of Darius' opponents tried 
Mote thni seven" v» 

n recognition in their countries claiming 

l ° ^either Bardiva, ttft of Cyrus (Vahyazdata 

■° Persia) or descendants of local dynastic* 

Martiyfl in Elarm Fraortes in Media, Chissnn- 

ahma in Sagartiya). This was the era of usurp. 

ir thr kine killed bv Darius was the sun 
ers« It tnc / ■ 

of Cyrus, we must admit that Darius demon- 
° rated trulv Machiavellian smartness; he pos^ 
sesscd excellent intuition for the situation and 
applied just the right methods. His way of 
thinking was probably such. If the usurpers 
claiming to be real descendants of kings of their 
countries were accepted, for the justification of 
the murder of Bardiya it would suffice to re 
verse the whole situation, i.e. present an authen- 
tic descendant of the Achacmenid dynasty as 
an usurper who is not bound by family tics. 
In a situation in which many "false kings" pre- 
tended to be descendants of local dynasties, 
such argumentation found very favourable con- 
ditions, and was accepted by the folk tradition 
- the source for the classical writers. 

Let us turn to Babylonia in the years 5* 2 ~5 iJ 
B.C During the whole period five kings were 
recognized in Babylonia: at the very beginning 
of the year Cambyses, next Bardiya, later Nidth- 
tu-Bel, son of Aniri (son of Kinder in the Baby- 
lonian Version), who called himself Nebuchad- 
nezzar, son of Nabonidus, in our reckoning Ne- 
buchadnezzar HI; next Darius (his year o and 
r); and next Araha, son of Haldita, who also 
called himself Nebuchadnezzar, son of Naboni- 
dus, in our reckoning Nebuchadnezzar IV- 



B Calmcycr" 48 and personal talk during 59th ,n 

v uf the existence of the Maeian n.itm t^l*' . t t . . naumai* ^ 

rom * w -n t ™»gian usurp- H Catmcycr»i A H: M Niehr ubcrraschend wi uau 

rom a wen-known motive?. The onlv - U * J - J - 



in it 15. the 



Uanus in 



□nly 

non-stereotyped way 
JMity taking over the 



ak Mcder, tondem nit Pcrner anct kannt ; mit eincnv ^ ^ 
Dtalctet hftte cr nlcmandcm vortSuschen k^ttne* , 
Strjcrdw**, 



rBickennan t Athcncom $6, i97 R - 



IT. 



BARDIYA, DAHIUS AN P PAiirt 

recognized by the people of Baby- 

Bardiy* , second mfinth after the 

jl alrojo) 111 111 



lonw 
voir 



id from that moment till 



jevon*- jfawx hi« sudden death reached 
tbC K ali texts were dated by his reign**. Two 
iniftn documents from the time shortly 



afte 



, the death of Bitrdiya arc extremely impor- 
Thc first of these, to he dated on the fourth 
j^y after Bardiya*s assassination, comes from 
c* at' the second that is to he dated into the 
week after his death was written in Babylon, 
Both already fall into the reign of Ncbuchadncz- 

Senators left these datings almost without any 
comment. 1 think, however, that the exact inter- 
pretation of these datings is very important not 
only to understand the situation in Babylonia 
itself, but also in the whole Persian Empire, 
The news about Bardiya's death could not have 
reached Babylonia earlier than two to three davs 
after his assassination. It means chat Nidintu*Bcl 
must have been recognbeed as a king of Baby 
Ionia on the very day the news reached the 
country. We can be sure that after the conquest 
of Babylonia by Cyrus the Great the Persian 
king placed garrisons in such great cities as Sip- 
par (about 40 km north of Babylon), in Babylon 
itself, in Borsippa (a few km south-west of the 
capital city), in Nippur in the centre, and in 
Ur and Uruk in the south of the country. The 
fast, undisturbed rccogntdon of the accession 
of Nebuchadnezzar 111' is understandable onlv 
1 we adopt the opinion rhar Persian troops were 
absent from Babylonia at the time around Bar- 
*V*-s assassination. In my opinion the with 
rawal of Persian troops from Babylonia was 
s, gnaJ fo r trH! Babylonians to prepare an insur- 
rection against the Persian rule, starting imme- 

I nCWS about Bar d'ya's death reached 
V °nia, in a situation which seemed to be 
^ ftvourablc for such action. 

the p 11 ^ cwmmen ted on the situarion in 
en^ erSJan 1Zm P ir c « that time were under the 
au** ^ Cc of Herodotus 1 account, who 
Dar-j . thc Plot against Bardiya was prc- 

grcat conspiracy, A similar conclu- 
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ian usurpers IN TIU1 ur.lfr 
sion can be drawn from thi 



Which ascribes ,he ktitinJ^T"™ ln «"pt«on 
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docu 
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document from Bahvtrtn A*,* ^ t ~ 
reign oriRmaie. frr,m T t Qln 

1 also from the momh of Awru bui w^h J ™£l 
day date. j,N Strain ^ puhUlM 
mcnt of B«d,ya of ihc , 9 U. of Nwnu (April 
covered in Babykmu, Ke ZA ^ ,„ ^.^^ 
hut drafted in Hunudeiu in ^ «\ 
Conneau^, between Iran and febyb™ In ^ Sit(h £ 
M C, Iran 14, 1976 7 o(. and RGTC I. ^ The Copy 
of the text found in Babylon sm« mhabtunt* of Baby 
ionia were a patty ta the contract, That 11 whv the document 
certifies only the recognition of Uardiva in Persia but not 
in Babylonia, According to $ u of tlic Biutun injcnpt.on, 
Cambyscs* death occurred not earlier than June 1, \u B,C # 
cf R.A. Patkcr/Wil Dubberitem. Babylonian Chronology' 
6a6 BX, - A,D. 71 =Brown Uoivenitv Studies XIX (Pror- 
idenee, R I tot6) 141T. 

** The last document come* from Babylon from the m 
of Tashntu (September 10J 1 it B.G, see Strasimubcr 15 lil 
(No. 9), 

15 In the dating formulae occur cither "accession year" 
or ** first year**, even though in both cases the same year 
is meant, i.e. »ai B.C As shown by A. Poebd, The Dura 
tion of the Retgn of Smcrdis, The Magiin, and the Reigns 
of Nebuchadnezzar II! and Nebuchadnezzar IV, AJSL 

1 9 t zi-t z(\ and G, Cameron, Darius and Xerxes in Bahy 
Ionia, AJSL fS. 194 ». M4, 1^ discrepanq originates from 
the fact that lomc scribes, knew that Bardiya/Smcnlu had 
put forth hb claim to the throne already in the pcruxi 
computed according to Babylonian calendar to the year ja; 
(the uih of Addar. according to the Biiitun mxnp^Mh 
whereas others unaware of this Ua « the beginning of 
ria still dated teats according to Gmbyses' reign (ir 1 hu 
Lhth vcarj, and after havm^ teccved bafor^ .Bchji 
The chance on the Persian throne, probabh Man^ , 
odcTJched them, .hey had used da- for "the 

o^^^ofB^ ^chodnno^t, 

20 Strwtnaier. In cl often von 

KdSitg von Bab)lon=Baby omiche ^ «jVg P^K 

tober 3 ) ,xa B.C and No r tom f*^^^ 

of Tashntu (^f^^ lllattA Neb^chadneaaar 
after the reigns ol Nebuchadnem Mwct} 
IV was polished 
to Babylonia from N f 
(fafr-Hi mi t**± [ ^ d Jrf d to >car 0. ^ 
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I hul uhil e ending on -tower inf ront 
»*«»>: to having 

aft w i committed sutcide by throw 



of the Persians 

killed Banfij" — So Hcro dotus 
^ n . . off the tower. So, tieroa 

count 

1 C S°r I^Sm^ the plot 
l^hmt For this reason it is hardly poss.bk 

ialc about the arcum- 

ae- 



himsclt on ; - datioes of 

and our interpretation of the dating* 

documents suggest that the king 



10 accept Herodotus 

nances of Gaumaa's «sassuiation-plans 
cording to which the plotters entered the lung s 
palace with weapons in theii bands without any 
(or eiaedy only with little) trouble. So I think 
that Bardiya was informed about the plot 
against him and called up tbc Persian garrisons 
from Babylonia with the intention of using 
them against the plotters. 

Undisturbed by Darius, Nidintu-Bcl remained 
in power in Babylonia for almost two and a 
half months until the month of Kislimu, i.e., 
tfll December \n. At rhat time Darius went 
ro Babvlonia, and in the batrlc on the Tigris 
on the 26th of Kislimu (December t j), he de- 
feated him for the first time, but with no final 
victory. The place of the military engagement 
has not yet been precisely located, there is only 
a general statement that it took place on the 
Tigris. The document dated to the 29th of Kisli- 
mu (December > 6) accession year of Nebuchad- 
aezaar ID allows us 10 fu at least approximately 
Pbee of the hank Since the m comes 

SX? ' 1 ** wre th * 'h= battle 
purred m northern or middle Babylonia, and 
>«» m the south. The dating hv tL ■ , 
hiebuchadne^ar as late ,17 * ^ ° f 

'be fac thai it ,~u 1 ' maybc nen 
ua ' it took nlirp ,„„„ .u 

face, was then yet un- 



'-'lltlll \v;c 

the battle at Znstanni, which 



. .„ in Uruk. The tinul sc 
known m 

brought about by 

L fought on the and of Tebetu (Dcccmb,, 
51' B.C., at a place not far from S.pp ;tf > 
^ probably also not far from the 



scene of 



the previous 



arv engJ 



en i\ 



Nid f nfU -Bcl, accompanied by a small body of 
manaeed to escape to Babylon 2 *, he was 

troops manage tr 1 

raorured and impaled when Babylon was taken 
by Darius 30 , 

# 

The date of the taking of Babylon, and at the 
same-time the approximate date of the execution 
of Nidinro-BcL still remain unclear. According 
to Herodotus, Babylon was taken after a 
20 month siege (Hdt III ljoff.). On the basis 
of the dates from a document published by htm, 
Weissbach assumed that the capital was already 
in Darius' hands on the 6th of Tcbctu, i.e. on 
the fourth day after the battle at Zazannpi, 
while other scholars have regarded this date as 
uncertain since the place of issue is not stated 
in ii n . Apart from BeUddinna, son of Sin-eri^ 
the other persons, ix- Guzanu 5a bit karc, Tab- 
nea the sapiru, are not known from elsewhere, 
and Nabu-nasir, the scribe, HaSdaja and Nabu- 
Sum-iSkuu appear without titles and bear names 
which were very popular in the whole of Baby- 
lonia, which also excludes their positive identifi- 
cation. Only the first person mentioned above 
can possibly be identified as Bcl-iddinna, son 
of Sin-crei from the <Ea>-epcS-ili family, whom 
we know from the document Liv* 53: * ,ssucJ 
in Babylon on the 4th of Arahsamnu (VIII) In 
Darius' 19th year of rule. However, this clues 
not suffice to conclude that Darius* capture of 



» YOS XVII ,z6. In: B, Leichty, Catalogue of the Ibby- 
Ionian Tablets m \hc Brkiah Museum VI; Tablet* 
Sippar 1 (London 1986} there ts another text Si-W 1 * 7 
(BM 14^7) dated 29. IX. Dar o, I am indebted & ' 
MacGmnii for the infonnaiion that the text corn** 
the accetiton year of Darius II. 

a Gt IL Zadok 13 tactf? 

* %% tyand 10 of the Pcraian Version of the Bwitun 
lion. f t 

* von Voigtbnder' it, line 40 with translation P ()G \\t 
11 F,H. Weissbaeh, Babylonuche Mi««»l cn==S * ,V 

51 Parkcr/Dubbcfstein* 3 15. 
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ccurrcd before 

H,C, a^d if wc take into ctm- 
i mentioned in the text, 
he 6th of Tcbctu (Dc- 
The carltcst presently 
the capture of the city 



ihe 8th of Aiaru (II) 



Bab*"* ,X< , . , 
(January »0. ^ 
juration tiie 
» eS .abli-h " tafo^ 

U« «« cen,f 7 8 

hv Dafi uS comc5 

r "tafifft y^ r of his rclgn ' U y 109 52 

l^ only hope that the catalogue of Baby- 
tonian texts which U* Finkcl is preparing, will 
Jlow us to determine more precisely the date 
ofihc capture of the country's capital by Darius, 
It is already certain that not only the statement 
of Herodotus about the taking of the city after 
a siege supposedly lasting 10 months is errone- 
ous, but 50 is Wcissbach's explanation, too, who 
in his commentary to the above mentioned text 
suggests that Herodotus mistakenly identified 
the period of siege of the city with Darius 1 stay 
in Babylonia, which, in his opinion, lasted for 
atJeast e6 months. This is hardly possible. First, 
the above mentioned date leaves no doubt that 
the city was taken before May 20, 521 B.C.; 
second, wc have everv reason to think that it 
occurred earlier, Le. before Darius left Babylon- 
ia. 

The data of Darius' departure from Babylonia 
is not exactly stated in the Bisitun inscription. 
But wc know from that text that Darius partici- 
pated in person in the defeat of Fraortcs on 
theijthofNisan (May 8) 521 B.C. at Kundur- 
"sh in Media". So we can safely assume that 
^rius captured the capital city before leaving 
%lonia. Wc can also safely assume that Dar- 
left Babylonia a week or two before the 
J 5 ° f thc biU,,e - Moreover, it is difficult 

« 7 1 8 '" thac Darius could havc lcft Bab y lon - 

l0 p a ° Ut ^Pturing its capital city. According 

period r an,aCVlS ' th ' S fi 8 urc ma y concern the 
Bg dl| m thc us "rpation of Nebuchadnezzar 

Which dcd ' nC of Nebuchadnezzar IV, 
i. m .^ nS " tUtw a Period of a maximum of 



» months. Moi 
™ f 'gure. is thc " 



odnn... ^ likc ly, since it is closer to Hcr- 



Period of J " l " C COrri P utauon of the whole 
of Ga Um ,* S !"!' banccs • i c " from the usurpation 



IV, ^V' 11 *** decline of Nebuchad 

c «>nstituics almost exactly 



ntzzar 



Ion la 



•u/ed in lialjv 



ru 4anu (a fact that w as n(J , 



in if t 



ve 



'A'J'> rc< 

only in thc second month of the vrar ... 
; however, the year ended with thc interfti- 
lary month Arj ( 

taken into account by set 
the problem). So, 12 months uf the year 522 
B.C. and 8 months of year ?n continue exact lv 
zo months as in Herodotus' account. This 
means that Herodotus told us the exact number 
but did not understand thc reasoning of his in- 
former(s). 

Despite thc uncertain date of his capture of thc 
capital, Darius remained the only unchallenged 
monarch of Babylonia till thc end of $2* B.C. 
This is shown by documents from Sippar, Nip- 
pur, Kutha and from the vicinity of Uruk 37 . 
In the light nf these data, it is very unlikely 
that the next usurper, Araha, Haldita's son, 
could have put forth his claim to the Babylonian 
throne already that year, even though all his 
documents coming from thc next year arc dated 
immediately to thc "first year" of his reign with 



rhe omission of "rhe year of acce 
throne". 



n to the 



Thus, according to thc Bisitun Inscription, the 
defeat of Nebuchadnezzar ITI restored peace in 
Babylonia only for a short period of time. As 
thc text says, while Darius stayed in Persia and 
Media with thc aim of suppressing perilous re- 
bellions there, a new rebellion in Babylonia was 
mutated by an Armenian 3 *, Araha, son of Maldi- 
ta, in a place called Dubala which ts difficult 
to locate 39 . 



" Text No. 9 8 from collection 8 4 *^« «.« c f 
r 1 1 . lh ir RK \\ i\Ut CjijIokuc of the Babylonian 
hnkclstcin (_ Walker. \ u\ Tablet* ffuo Sippw 
Tablets in the Bnuih Muicum Ml f u\ let* \ 
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ch on rhc chro- 



T l!T«h has added very little to thc.r con- 
m0 n,hnf Afa U ...nd 

culd P-cn, » dated « * ||r fl ncw (CXt 

, l/«rlie, The HO** however, ncg- 
^deLlier suggestions to. d«e the iKgmnmg 

K rebellion «o ^dc«bly earher penod 
Such a suction made by PocbcJ. 

though admittedly Oft p«mi*s«. He re- 
ferred to the article by A. Uogflad publtshed 
in inoi** where a croup of texts from the pen- 

od from$fc :t# of % month of Du UZU ° f 
year o to the t&th or even the 27 th of the month 
of Tashritu of year i^^paamoacd. Referring 
the data first mentioned (rJhc 14th of Du'uzu 
(IX) to the reign of Nebuchadnezzar U is abso- 
lutely impossible because his father, Nabopolas- 
sar, died as late aa the 9th of Abu (V). However, 
ascribing this date to the reigns of the two next 
monarch* of the same name also seems impossi- 
ble. It is dcfmitelv too earlv a date to be con- 
nccted with the reign of Nebuchadncziar III 
whose rebellion, according to the Bisitun in- 
scription and dates known from Babylonia* 
broke out only after the death of Gaumaia- 
however, the date cannot be connected with 
the reign of Nebuchadnezzar IV either, since 
all of his texts arc dated to his first year, with 
the omission of the year o. Pocbcl, who thought 
thai Ungnad aicd unpublished texts from the 
vordcrasiatischcs Museum, suggested that the 
first da* should be referred to the reign of Ne- 
buchadnezzar IV According 10 Jum Ncbuchad- 
n ™ IV Funded to be NcbucWneaar UJ 
who had been killed several months earlier In 
opmion the scribes could have expected that 
»OuW starr hunting hb rule from 
Mcwn . m accordancc ^ith an old 

ng 5 ° rdcr ,hcv Ranged the dat, 



2AWAD2KI 

i from "accession year" to his "year 1 ". On 
!ht basis Poebd suggested dnting the begin- 
ning of Araba's uprising to July 14, *n BiCX, 
uc Almost exactly one month earlier than sug. 
^ed bv Parker and Dtibbcrstcin. Already G. 
Cameron 46 Has shown that Ungnad had two 
published texts in his mind, i.e. Nbk 1 and Nbk 
t&. bt addition Cameron suggested emending 
Nbk 1 to the seventh month, which was con- 
firmed later by a collation Of A* Sachs* 7 . Thus, 
Nbk ■ is now recognized as the earliest text 
of Nebuchadnezzar III. Although PoebePs at- 
tempt to date the uprising of Arnha to the 
month Du'uzu must be refuted, his idea that 
Nebuchadnezzar IV tried ro present himself as 
Nebuchadnezzar III deserves serious treatment 
for at least two important reasons : 
a* it makes clear why Nebuchadnezzar IV 
started to dare his documents immediately by 
his first year with the omission of the accession 

m 

year 4 *, 



the new rule 
hi^ acccMui! 



♦0 Ptrkcr/DubbersieiiT 16. 

JJ Cf. YOS XVII, p. XIXfL and Joannes* 

« YBC 7386 published now in YOS XVII No. if 6. 

OECT X 406 dated 14 Abu (13rd of August) 121 b\G 
u Pocbcl, AjSL f6, 1939, 1 141- 
45 OLZ to, 1907, 464 f. 
** Cameron. AJSL jB t 1941, 317 n. 16. 
41 Parker/Dobbcrstein m- 

** D,B, Wcisbcrg in his commentary on the data concerning 
the two Babylonian usurper* expressed his opinion that 
in view ofthc narrowing span between texts of Nebuchad- 
nezzar ITl and Nebuchadnezzar JV, one must take into con- 
sideration the possibility that in reality in the yean ji* 
nnd )2i B.C there was only one king by the name 01 
Nebuchadnezzar, In such a case, in Weisbcru/s opinion, wc 
would be compelled to admit that in the Bisitun msetipuon 
- the only source of information about the existence of 
two Nebuchadnezzar - Darius committed a very serious 
forgery, cf. YOS XVII p. XXU1. 

Although now nobody takes Darius* assurance abnut n» 
veracity and hatred of lies seriouily, the mere fact that t*uh 
usurpers arc mentioned only in the text of the Bisitun in* 
tcription does not suffice as an argument for rejection "f 
thi» version. The report itself in both cases speaks for rccog 
razing it as authentic. And both usurpers are mentions 
by their name and the names of their fathers. Describing 
struggles with the first usurper, the text say* that ^ cr 
defeat in the battle at Zizanni, Nebuchadnezzar escape* 1 
and together with several rider* came to Babylon. D» r,u | 
went after him, took the cny # captured the usurper ant 
executed him. According to Darius* own report the tfl*0 
Of Nebuchadnezzar IV was suppressed by Intafcrnes w <* 
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in the te«NOK ■ 
Tvcar (J f Nebuchadnezzar", identified by 

It with the king Nebuchadnezzar IV* The 
bro kcn day date enables only an approximate 
diifaj for the period after July 1 1 and before 
August 10 (the Qrst day of the next month Abu) 
\u B.C. This suggestion, however, was re- 
jected by Parker and Dubbcrstcin, since the next 
document, which undoubtedly must be dated 
to the reign of Nebuchadnezzar TV, is a whole 
month later dian the date of the document 
pointed out by Cameron. The authors also star- 
ed that the signs giving the month and year 
iifc broken, so this makes the date uncertain. 
The latter opinion must be considered uni usti- 
fied in the face of a fact that the researchers 
have not mentioned a collation of the text in 
Ihc Btitish Mu scum. In Strassmaicr's copv the 
■wh «gn is really broken but if it has 'been 
yd correctly, a reading other than Du'u/u 

-« ^r nd0ncd in this da «ng with 

c ,,Kvlt 1! c b — 

° f the Egibi f,™ 1 7 k " na ^aR member 
and| a ,„, 8 , ., Umi, V. whom at first fW„,„ 
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COnd Pretended to be 



It 



c, c 



Bcl*:ihhe 



hi j 



was active dur 



specially It n Be) hjinmtr, von of 
fr<irTi the Sa^fliclt f:trnilv, wficj 
ing ihc rci^n of (*mh\u». i.e. 



in the pcrif*d immcdintclv prctcdinv the suir- 
gestcd date of rhc year } 2 1 , compek to iden 
tify the monarch as Nebuchadnezzar IV. Prob- 
ably having considered these factor*. Krecher 
suggested the dating of the text to the year f n f 
hut at the same time, he amended month IV 
to VI L Possibly his decision was conditioned 
by the fact that this date would be contradictory 
to the other dates of the documents of Darius' 
reign which arc arrested until the rst of UluJu 
(September 8) 521 B.f m S J ppar (located not 
far from Babylon), As long as Strassmaicr's 
reading is not called into question by collation, 
there is no substantial ground for its rejection 52 . 

In the article 1 have mentioned here many times, 
Pocbel remarked that according to the Bisitun 
inscription the revolt of Araha broke out during 
Darius* stay in Persia and Media. Since the mon- 
arch could have come to Persia directly after 
the battle at Rakha which was fought on the 
12th of Aiaru (i.e. May 24), thus, the revolt 
in Babylonia could have started already in thai 
month or at the beginning of the month of 
Simanu (III) (i.e. June 12 to July 6), However, 
the remarks accompanying this suggestion 
show that Poebcl had scnous doubts as to the 
correctness of his opinion 53 . 

Actually my prosopographic research on rhc 
Sippar materials confirms the outbreak of the 
revolt not later than at the end of the month 



Babylonian sources do not mention onv u>n it ( Nahoni- 
dus by the name of Nebuchiidnc»*r. Note also that die 
inhabitants of Mcsurx,iaroiii did not have a cuMom of Riving 
the some name to two sons of the same father. 
J Ca*ncroo,AJSLjt f i WM ie n .:, 

X Krecher. Das Geschaftshau* Egibi in neubabvl.mi- 
sener und achamenichscher Zen (unp. Diw, 1970) *JI. 

he traces of the month name are now no more than 
a tragmcm of one homomal ^dge (Le, tcr fa thc aurhnr 
from Mr J. MteGtnals, 4 th November i 99 ,). In h,s opinion 
the tablet doesn't look as if u ha* decayed since Stra^ 
"i«icr: it js wom but intac*" 

ak\ P ° cbcl> c:hri,TU,r °Ky DfDtefai? I ; Jt>t Year of Reigt^ 
141^, r4 " r$5< I9i7 " |8> 288 aml *9° AJ SI - ^ 
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cad of May) Dan'"** position was 



from the long 



•n.. rviticnce comes »«'» ' " 
Aiuo. The evidence 

Mrst v „ro, Ncbuc t udnc^rrc,.,,n,.cd 



ot 



l twr of Nebuchadnezzar H 



compel 



question 



, us .o drop this date without any 
In line? of the test. 



L>evcr. 



ipiru), receiver of daces, 



as a text 
apal-tddir 



and he on with fuU certainty be 
is mentioned, and ne can 

^MU^) ( known from eight other tests. Wvt 
of them are dared to Danus* 
B C^ 5 one to his second year (y 20 B.C-J ana 
one could have been written nlready « his tirst 
«r or ar the beginning of his second year . 
On these grounds, the text Nbn 49 from 
5 th of Addar of the Best year of a monarch 
who iinpupcdficd by name must be identified 
of Darius % Thus, the activity of Nabu- 
closely connected with Darius* 
reign. In consequence of the S3 years gap sepa- 
rating the first year of Nebuchadnezzar II from 
the bcgirining of Darius* reign* the text must 
be dated to the first year of NebuchadneaEar 
IV's feign 51 . 

Dating the text Nbfc n to the reign of Nebu- 
chadnezzar IV emails a complete re-assessment 
of current views on the situation in Babylonia 
in yji B.C. It shows that the next rebellion be- 
gan n the end of the second Babylonian month 
(i.e. Aiaru 27— June 8) at the latest, and not, 
££has been assumed, as late as the fifth month 
(after August to} 59 . This means that automatic 
dating of documents of Nebuchadnezzar's first 
year from the period prior to the month of Abu 
to the reign of Nebuchadnezzar H, so far ac- 
cepted, can no longer be applied; the classify 
ch document from this period must 
ded by meticulous prosopogtaphic stu^ 



lion 
ben 



Ol C3< 



Taking into iccount the conclusions above and 
new dat« from several unpublished text, from 
Ac so-called Sippa, archive, w C can now make 
"tempt * . preliminary interpretation of 

ni * in ul Thus, at least 
e month of Aiaru (the 



an 

the situation 
tdl the first 



ibvlrmi 



half 



th 



not tinea 

Bflwl" At some point doting the month of M a y 
o0 c should dare Darius' march to Mcd.a. and 
afterwards a new usurper rose up, who in the 
light of data now available*", was recognized 



>ar 



only by the city ol bipp 

also perhaps 



On the izxh 



Simanu (111) be was 
bv the city of Borsippa' 



01 
ed 



and in Du*uzu (TV) 



* StrissTnakf* reading of the date is rmw confirmed by 
& Leidtty/A.K. Grayson. Catalogue of the Babylonian Tab- 
lets m the British Museum VI H: Tablet* from Sippar 1 
{London 1988) 4i «id MaeGinnis' collation, 

» Dir i (i6, Xl)i Dar y (17, XI); Dar 1 (zi. XII); Dar 
7(14. XII); Dar 10 {-.-.). 

* Dar j6 (17. V). 
r? Dar it- 

» Two scholars were closest to dating the text exactly, 
KX. Tallqvist. Ncubabylonische* Namenbuch (Hclsingfors 
jooj) in gathered the document of Nabu-apal-iddtn ld aklu 
(present reading iapiru), among them Nbk 1 i t Nbn 49 and 
4 documents dated to Darius 1 rule. He did not separate, 
however the texts of Nebuchadnezzar IV and did not give 
any commentary to these texts. Recently MacGinnis in his 
unpublished dissertation (Letter Orders from Sippar and 
the Administration of the Ehabbata in the Laic-Babylonian 
Period, Cambridge 1991) made a hsr of all iipiru of the 
bakers from Sippar. among them Nahu-apaJ-iddin, whose 
activity lasted between *6. XL Dar o and if, V. Dar 2. 
Most probably. MacGinnis alio identified both above men- 
tioned texts. However neither the commentary to the table 
nor the book as a whole include any comments, which 
can testify that he recognized the significance of Nbk 11 
for the chronology of Nebuchadnezzar IV' reign. 
w The month of Abu bc^an on August 10, Since the first 
document of Nebuchadnezzar [V recognised so far bears 
the date of 14 Abu (August the document recognised 
here shifts the beginning of the usurpation of Nebuchadnez- 
zar IV by more then two and a half months. The suspicion 
expressed by Wcisbcrg that new texts will reduce the gap 
between documents from the reigns of Nebuchadnezzar 1 1 1 
and Nebuchadnezzar IV has been fulfilled, the only differ* 
ence being that it was possible on the basis of documents 
already known for a long time but not subjected to detailed 
prosopographic studies. 
10 Cf. the Hit of document below. 

41 The document 81*7-14, 144 dated (-). II. Dar 1 (without 
day date) could have originated before the recognition of 
Nebuchadnezzar IV. 

42 In ihe document TuM a/j, 100 however, no name of 
the king appears, so the scribe might as well have meant 
use tint year o{ Darius, cf. P. Joanne*, Archive* de IJorsip- 
pt-LaFamilte Ea-iluu-bini, feude d'un lot d'archives fami 
liaks en Babylon ic du Vl!l« au V* subtle av, } t &m&ok 
Pratique do Haute* Etudes, JV» Section, Sciences hiiior- 
kjuca ct philnKogjquo U« Hautes Etudes Ortentales a* £Gcn 
we 1989) ti^i^o. |t cannot be ruled out that since tht* 
year wis firu for both Darius and Ncbuchadnczzaf 



IIARDIYA, DAK I US AND JiAUYL 



neigh" 
part pi 



- bv Bubylotia The firs* evidence for the rccti^ 
fifrton of the rule of Nebuchadnezzar IV m the 
irht»od <»( Nipptu and in ihc southern 
he couiury comes at luic a<, the month 
of Abu (V). This seems to indicate that Ncbu- 
c^rlD«zrtr IV had tlr*it reached for power in 
the northern pun of the country, and then stren- 
uously gained recognition in the south. Nm 
oniydot^ rhis confrndict F. Joannes* recent con 
elusions", bur also the Disitun inscription, ac- 
cording to which the usurper started his activity 
in Dubala - according to the Persian version 
-and in Ur according to the Babylonian vcr- 
gbn, On this basis all scholars 64 place Dubala 
in the vicinity of Ur which is no longer possible. 
It is not an easy task to explain this discrepancy; 
we can only suppose that the author of the Ba- 
bylonian version could have known Dubala in 
the vicinity of Ur, but did not know Dubai 
located not far from Sippar^. 

The situation in Sippar at that rime is particular- 
ly complex. Apart from the document 8**7-14, 
144^ probably seven more documents dated 
in the first year of Darius at that nmc originate 
from this city, while both Sippar and other cities 
tn the meantime recognized Nebuchadnezzar 
IV, Such recognition of Nebuchadnezzar at one 
time and Darius at other times in documents 
belonging to the temple archive arouses the 



M7 



"NUN L!\|. Ilkl 

deepest amazement. Thj t cmiW ^ » , 

*rnal division, .m T rc " J,r frr ^ ■«»- 
isions 4mt,ng administrarivc offi^i 

by the tribes J, , h :: 1 ^ ™* 

of them. I suRgcs, t ha, L \Z , Some 

K»TT* n , ■ , ^PP", is responsible, It is 
ymp omauc tha , be los, hi* p ost before 

the revolt. H ls d lsappcilnincc camm ^ acc , den 
tal, tor example due to his natural death be- 
eausc the very strong influence of the iangu 
Sippar farmly of which he was a member also 
ended at that time. Remarkably, Sarru-ludan, 
qlpu of the temple and royal appointee, retained 
his office 4 * The changes in the methods of dat- 
ing in the Ebabbar could reflect struggles be- 
tween these two highest temple officers. 



j>y omitting the name the scrilje thus escaped declaring 
unweir fot cither Darius or Nehuchatlne/zai IV in such 



Simonr^ f 1 ??^ 011, Bccausc beginning from the month 
to the reign of Nebuchadnezzar IV, "this dncumcnt miijht 



probably alt cities, c^ccpi Sippar, djitcd documents 



aUo have been da(cd to his reign. This suggesrion is con- 
™* by the title! LOGAL Babill'> u 3 ed by Ncbuchadne^ 



« RAss 76, 191a, 1(5. 

M Escq?t For Pocbcl, AJSL )4~n. I9JT^J*, x^o ( m kwhc- 
wberc in ihe nctghbfjurtwod of the Dirah Rtver") tncf 
F.M.Th de Liagre Buhl, BiOr I}| (near L'ruk^. 

6i Mentioned in 2 doctimenr rtgurded ai ongmarmg frnm 
the Ebjbbjr arxhicve from Sippar, CT n. J" Thii loci- 
lion is also supported by the faci rKn tKc carlicit docuraeoi 
dated after his reign ortgtnates juit/rom Sippir(iee bclnu- 
^ Cf. above n. 61. 

47 This office u*as then uccupicd by Bcl-uballi^ temple ad 
ministrator (iangiij, who last fm position Jher Cainbyia' 
death and before ihc end of the first year of Dariui. Thai 
his disappearance wai not the result of 1 natural death is 
indicated by the decline in importance of the langu Sjppar 
family whose member he was (cf S. ZawidtM Great ham. 
lies of Sippar During Chaldean and Rarly Persian Penod, 
RAss £4, ■ 99°* 

« According to MacGinnis, the king tnok some intetrst 
in the qlpu office 
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CATALOGUE 



, ».o <M*y afl VAT tii=^VS 4, 8 J. Babylon 74 

iM , i (June »*) g J ^ ?6 ^BM 7543° 76 « ( Si PP ar) 

tfe+ o (.My 7) a 2 ^[B f 6jj2=BM ^39 w 

j$kt O u| y 1 ' > gjt.^ ! b, 7409^ BM 674 r? |J 

0,4* 1 O tt| y 1 ^ if i 44^BM 747^ 6R ( Si PP ar ) 

Bfek U ttl * ■>) F | p M g(5 LJruk^ 

2 M (July n) ix^iftl yo66^BM 6jo8i w 

< {J u 'y W YAT49z=VS 6 ( M7 is. Babylon 

vt ^ r \ YBC 7403 s6 * Babylon * 

1 YBC 7566^. Babylon 



fct.it 



r. / M j Sj-iriJi 78i=BM 8juto* 



Jj d y lB) 85-1^ i^=BM 74*°^ ( Si PP* r ) 

Bft 1 Guly it) 8z^t8 t t& 7 8A-BM 61707* 

£Jk. &fr ») VATus/114-VS j, s 7 / S i«. Babylon 

U ; M (Aug;;«J TOG 3984*. Unik 

, , 82-9-18, 4761 =BM 64780* 

M 1 84-1-itv J?6— BM 7743^ 5 

1 (Aug.^j)i NBC 613**. Alu-ia-Nabu-zcr-u$ab$i 



*• ZA a, 14K (No. 1)1 S. Gnwiam, Tcsti cditi cd inediti 
tiaiati tl regno lit Oardiya {\ti *.C,) ( Supplement© n> 67 
|vuj All r ON 11 (1991) fa*c. i, Napoli 1991, no, 6, 

* to Iron, cf, Xadok, Irati 14, 1976, 7off. and RGTC B, 

?! .Stra^rmicT^ (No. 1) mq Grari&ni* if. (No. l) 

* Aiiru (It), And not Nitannu (I) is In Parker/Dubbcr- 

■ Oraabm 44 * t-j (M a t) with a photo on Plate LL 
1 Grajtiar** 4L (No. jj, 

* fcrnsmalrr" ,47 (No i);Gi*««n" iof (No. 7 )„ 
Strtttimicr I M9 (No. 4 ) ; Graaiwii'* lo f. (No, 8). 
Uniting 1 ! t (No. 9) W i|h , photo 00 Plate I U 
Jtottontd by A. Goct/c, JNES | 4 1944, 4J w d Gra- 



No 4) 



10} \utth a phntu on Plate 111 

I I \ Will* m ~L... 



tl 



11( 



o. ijibru 
\ t 1976 i.ti 



on Plate IV 



6-9 



Gtnz'mat w rQ-19 (No. 14) with a photo on Plate V. 
** Gmiani * t6£ (No, ty), 

* Mentioned by Goetzc 78 4) and Gtaxiani 60 XV n. n> 

" Ibid. 

■ Giawani^ iff. (No. if) with a photo on Plate V, On 
p. XXXIV correct the month VI to V and rhc ^nature 
8a-t-zt ( 7816 to &1-T-1T, 782. 
w Gtaadani* 9 Iff. (No. 16) witb a photo on Plate V. 
m StrassmiJcr" M o (No. 6); Gmziani*' (No 
Acc. to Uichty/Finkelstcin/Walkcr^ 16 the day date shc^uld 
be read ai 6 (eonfinned by MacGinnts). In Grxx^ 
5CXX1V the, signature 81-9-18 should be corrected to 

*i Graziant** aof. (No. it) with a photo on Plate VI- jn 
Grazianjw XXXIV correct the signature BM t 7 °7 to ®> 
6 J 707* 

^ Grazjani*" 1 10-15 (No. »9). 

* J Mentioned by Goctac 711 41 and GwitanH* XV n, 17- 
^ Grazitfu** 14 f, (No. 11) with a photo on Plate VU 
w Gnwiani** li-aj (No. 20) with a photo on Pl* tc ^ 
Mentioned bv Gococ^ 4} and Graatiani** XV n- IT 



18,6.1 >1 
10.6. 1 

15 * 
15.6* -J: 
19.6* I 

m% 

ib>7* ~ 
20.8. 1 

t7«-. t 



(Aug, *6) 
r*Ai)tt» -*8) 



BAKD1YA, DARIUS AND BABYLONiAM f». 



(Sept- 1) 
(Sept* 4) 

(Sept. 8) 
(Sept. 9) 
(Sept. 10) 
{Sept. 29) 



8*-9-J8A.,j 8 = BM744iJlr 

81- 9- 1 8, 6791 = 0^ r^gg* 

VAT« j= ,vS4.l6« febvlon 
L-v. ««•. fabylon 
^•9-i8, i776 = BM6i8o 7 i' J . 

rSI , J 0fi=BE,/l Nippur 

> ^'»A. 4 o6=BM 746g| ,o S . Sj 

> ! 't 7i e fc "^BM ,040,. fcLvlon 

Killcti by plotters 

82- 7-14, 38 i4 =BM 1942^101 
82-9-18, 7H4 = BM6 7S to^ 1 
82 9"i», t8o^=BM 6iR36"o 



14, 


7.0 


(Oct 5, 5 2 2 B.C.) 




7»o 


(Oct, 6) 


20, 


7*° 


(Oct. 9) 




7.0 




w 


7.0 


mentioned in 


1* 


8.0 


(Oct. 21) 


lOi 


8:0 


(Oct. 28} 


24. 


8.0 


(Nov. 1 1 ) 



Nebuchadnezzar 1 1 1 

Nbk 1. Sippar 
Nbk 3. Babylon 
Nbk 4, Babylon 
Nbk j. Babylon 
YOS XVII it 5 m 
Nbk 7* Babylon"* 
Nbk 8. Babvlon 
YOS XVU 8. Borsippa 



w G«iiani w 24^ (No. 21) with a photo on Plate VU; 
» Gntiiani" i6f, (No. 25) with » pb^io on PJate VII. 
*• Graaiani^ 26 f. (No. 24). 
m Gr*dani^ jof. (No. 26), 

Graiiani« ifif. fN Q . lj} with a phoco on pi atc viJI. 
T »c dare is mentioned in the text. 

" ^««»n^jit(No ( 17). 
m Gmuoi^jj-jj ( No , lB j, 

Cr b f fa « nw ;^ »U (No. 7); Gmdarii^ 34^ (No. :«;) In 
^ftuiam** XXXVI correct the signature Hi-o-tfi, 104a m 

j6f t (Nq. jo) with a photo on Plate IX. 
■or r) n35 ^'^ j 11 (No. B)i Graziani^ 4 ot; (No. w ). 
io» 1 U (No. 9); Graziani^ 5B-4. (No. 5i)' 

bc ^ m,am ^ 4of, (No. 54) w ,rh a photo (which should 

py ^> ? tdchtyW 284 and was approved wrth hesitation 

fWtvTlT 1 ' ^ is im P° wiblc to »PP« VC because 
inatv* f 1 monl b and four days earlier, Danda- 

{ ^Pril j J ** ,u 8S&estcd emending the month to Nisannu 
other d'* Ul BlC "' ** w bich j* in full accordance with some 

It is, however, impossi' 
Sffi^^** tiN NUan ij Cambyacj was stilf rcco^nued 
°f Du' u ° Uri /T ^ * mly possibility I sec is the month 
*He reaJi ^ J CconJin 8 "> AtacGinnts thc traces suggest 
Con s Nn QT °U ). 

K thc dare of the text 82-9-18, 560a (1 t.K.Tar zi-ja 



1) published by Grwiini w 40C (No. jj) (on p. XXXVI 
correct the signature Sz-g-iS, 5^01 to S 2-9-1 BA f j6o) with 
a photo on PL \\ see Cameron, AJSL \% % 1941. j k j - rG* 
who suggested thc dating to the first year of Cimbyses. 
Graziam* 7 XJV-XV. XVIII dares this text 10 the time of 
Uardiya which in the light of proiopographic evidence in 
impossible. Taqls-GuJa of the text must be identified as 
the iapiru iia nuhatimmt who held the post rJU the fifth 
year of Cambvscs (Cameron, op. cit. 116 and J. XfacGinnis, 
Utter Orders from Sippar and the Adminiitration of thc 
Ebabbara in the iJire-Bsby Ionian Period (J991) tji), He 
is followed bv Bel remanni who was active between n< 
DE Cam , (Cam S7 I) and 4. V Bar . (Strassmaierf M o 
fNo 6)=Gra2iani^ 18-21 (No. i# No« ^ ^ *™f* v 
lands' in contl.a with rhe to mention of 

Cam al. (19. « Cam l« ^^£^£S 
Guia ended a few yeara before the 
Ehcre fore the dating of the teat to his rule excluded, 
iw Leichty/Grayson^ 107. u 

„,« from I'jfCI* S"^",., „„ ,„ 11c ID... 

nczzar II f«">' «tluded. 



14** 

7- 9° 
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(Nav\ m) 
(Dec* 7) 

(Dec* 1 6) 



STEFAN ZAWADZKI 

TMH 2/5, 6- ^PP* 
Nbk 9* Babylon 

voSXV ii uMM^,,,,,,,,.. 



Nebuchadnezzar T9 



x.6. 

t«6V 
4.6. 

1 f .6- 

■9*6* 
14A 



Nbk 1 

Nbk f 

Nbk 1 
Nbk 1 
Nbk * 

Nhk 1 
Nbk 1 

Nbk 1 
Nbk 1 
Nbk t 
Nbk 1 
Nbk 1 
Nbk t 
Nbk 1 
Nbk 1 
Nbk 1 
Nbk 1 
Nbk t 
Nbk 1 
Nbk 1 



(before Aug, 10) 

(Aug. *l) 
(Aug. *j) 
(Aug 27) 
{Sept. 2) 
(Sep 1 - 4) 

(Sept 9) 

(Sept. 10) 
(Sepl. 1 
(Sept. if) 
(Sept. i») 
(Sept- 20) 
(Sept* 21) 
(Sept- 22) 

(Sept* 26) 
(Sept, 28) 
(Sept* jo) 
(Oct* 1) 
(Oct, 2) 



Nbk i i. (Sipp«) 
Nbk 12. (Babylon) 113 

vnrt»6=YOS XVII 287. Uruk 

NCBT j64 {Goetw, JNES j. 45)- ^ 

YOS XVII 289. Nahallum"" 

TGL t2, «. (Uruk archive) 

YOS XVII 290. Bab-Aiiurku' 1 ' 

Neifab 1. (Nippur region) 

YOS XVII 291* Saqillatu 121 

BRM I 43* Borsippa 122 

YOS XVII 292, Nahallum 

Nbk i)" 3 . Babylon' 

YOS XVU jok Uruk 

TtiM 2/3. 150. Borsippa 

U 1667 124 . Borsippa 

L. i6j7 t315 * Borsippa 

Nbk i4 126 . (Sippar archive) 

Nbk u 137 . (Sippar archive) 

Nbk (Sippar archive) 



m Cf . CI. )*♦ 

In the vicinity of Nippur, cf. RGTC 8, 6>. 
in In the vicinity of Uruk. cf. RGTC 8, 13^ 

to the vicinity uf Uruk, cf. RGTC 8. aoj- 
I*- In the vicinity of Uruk (not noted in RGTC 8). 
tti in the vicinity of Uruk, cf. RGTC 8. ijf. 
U* Uruk region, cf* RGTC 8, tl. 

<» P. Dhorme, Lcs tabiciiei babyluniennes de Neirab, RAss 
j,, i^xi. j|. 77;F.M- Faks, Remark* on the Ndrab Tens, 
OrAnt u, 1973, iji-i$7* L Eph'al, The Western Mtnor> 
Babylonia, OrNS 47. 197*. 74-9°; J Odsncr, Wei- 
tcce Bclcge zu den Neirar>Urkuridon> Aliorkntaliscbe For^ 
schongen 16, 1989, 68. 



1, RGTC 8, 18&. 



i» C£ Joarme** 16, it 9, 

l2> A, Pocbel, AJSL 1959, i)f ; Cameron^* 518, m 15; 
DandamacT, OLZ 7t, 19*5. f f J. 
IS * Joannes* 2 152-21 j f 
» Ibid. M7- 

** M-A, Dandamaev, Vavtkmskie piscy (Moskva 19S j) 
181, o * to p. 84 suggested to date the document to the 



rime of Nebuchadnezzar 111 or Nebuchadne^r _IV to« 
^ document of Nebuehadnezzar tU ■«* d.«J ^ £ 
iarruti. the tat must be bribed to the reign of Ncbuchtf 

nczzartV. „.„„,«! bv Cameron' 08 «94>. 

W This date was ^^"V^SSs fa men- 
,18. In the text bamal-kajir <*PA *» mu 
lioned; ht can be identified with .he 
m ,ny ««« of the Achaemenid pcitod .to** ^ ^ 
another Samai-kasir. lupcrviior i of the bre» , 
(Dar ,. j: 2.:i«PA u »BAPPIR.MES. 4*^^ ^ (£J , 
cannot determine which of ***** P' t applo ve 

However, as both were active at the same 
Cameron's suggestion. San Nicolo. i : ' nc 

i» The date was already suggesti 



tie* rvaffiby^^ 1 

kleine Gefingnismeutefci in Eanna *»" ?„ c " ^„ Bcitiig* 
in: Festschrift fur Leopold Wenger 
»jr Papyrusforachung und ««<> 



„ lke " JSSwS^ 

be identified with the *«PA ta 



1.7- 



J.7- 



16.7 ■ 
16,7. 

27*7' 

21,8. 

14. [xj. 





Nbk 1 
Nbk 1 



Nbk 
Nbk 
Nbk 
Nbk 
Nbk 
Nbk 
Nbk 
Nbk 
Nbk 
Nbk 

Nbk 
Nbk 
Nbk 



IMRlUs AND na*v. 



(Okt. B) 

(Oct, 9) 



(Oct- u) 



(Oct. i j) 
(Ocr 10) 
(Oct. 2}) 

(Nov. j) 
(Nov. 27) 



mm* IN THE LIGHT 

yos xv ^-E»3?Nte 

YOS VV 9 B,, «l a -»»-Bc|.«ir 
Unp eI" 297 

Nbk i 7 . Babylon 
YOS XVU , 02 . Uruk 
Nbk tfi. Sipp^ r 

1 OS XVU joo. N 5r Bituuui 
YOS XVII $7, Uruk 



'41 



Darius l-o^ 



6.10.0 


(Dec, 22, 521 B.C.) 


WVDOG IV 48 f. R y , n(M : u (Babylon?^ 


24. 1 0.0 


(Jan, 9, 5 21 B.C) 


Ibid.: G 


2^,10.0 


(Jan* io) 


Ibid. : 8 


29,10,0 


(Jan. 14) 


82-9-18, 4540. (Sippar?)"* 


6*1 1. 


21) 


WVDOG JV, 4 ifL PL 15. no. ?:I4 . (Babylon?) 


19*1 1.0 


(Feb, j) 


82-9-18, 4627. (Sippar?)" 7 


10. 1 i.o 


(Feb. 4) 


82-9-18, 4J37 Ibid. 


20.11,0 




Sj-t-ifi, 76j=Dar i. Sippar 


1 1.0 


(Feb. 9) 


A 729 13 * Kutha 


26.1 1.0 


(Feb, 10) 


85-1-1 8, 340 = Dar 2. (Sippar) 


27*1 1.0 


(Feb* tt) 


83-1-18. 27=Dar j, (Sippar) 


4> 12.0 


(Feb. 18) 


85-J-18, 2241 



Uruk region, RGTC B, io 7 . 

me 



"fi'on, RGTC 8 ( 100. Man) thanks for letting 

Keener ICMS acivancc to Dr N * Jankou-ska, the 
to N r Hcfm ' ta ^ c Collc cticm in Sankl Pctcrburg *tnd 
for« . C * cchnw '«. Who ii preparing this collection 

de ^ndi, r P t ^ CnCC ° f ?ill5 » Son of -nninna-Sum^uaur, 
■ktadiofh ■ K,d,n Mardu k* known only from the texts 
X ^V-XXV| ,mC ° f thc re,gT1 0f Ncbu chadne2tzar IV (Ibid, 
tag*. ' Wld ln tWl * l *hlc two t«u from the Hermi- 

D,r Tlit d ■ ' n lhc tC3tt 444 U dated 17- 

^ >); lattr 7 C |1* cv,dcotJ y wr on K {cf. am 408 (15. I. 
0f!hc dntcaf 8 Rm * the of Ilir d»y«)' The readtnK 
*^ti ( 168^ Dar i77 by Grayson in Leichtv/ 



Grayson 14 8 as 8.7. Dar a is also impassible to approve. 
Both authors did not note that their readings affect the 
chronology of the nmc f because they suggest that Darius 
openly revolted against Bardiya already at the very begin- 
ning of the year 511 B.C h wnufd be an additional aigu- 
mem against the view that the plotters entered Bardiva's 
palace suddenk Most probably, both author* read the dale 
wrongly. Strassmaier's copy suggests the reading of the 
month in Dar *77 ** ITU. DU A MU to? (MacGinois in 
a letter to thc author): "Str^srna.er's MU to ... J* definitely 

correct". . . 

Ui The test la-j-il. j09i=HM 61 111 dated in Uichqf/ 
GravsonM to the first year of Darius was written in tact 
in the first year of Xerxes (J, MaeGinnri, Utter Order 
No. 83) 

1* So acc. to Register of pfovenicncc. 
I» So acc to Register of provenience. 
1JS Parkcr/Dubherstc.n 11 tf. 
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4*1 

l j*t 1*0 

U-12.0 

ai.i2a° 
ai-U -0 

28. 

4.ub,o 
T t j ab*o 

tfi. iib*o 

•1-5— .0 



►or 



(Feb. 17) 
(March 1} 
(Mirth 7) 

(March 8) 
(March 10) 
(March »4) 

(March t8) 
(Mtrch it) 
(April 



Duranc* 601'* NipP 
82-9-18. M17B 

gi^iSi '^JJ , . Bft-bani 



VAT *4i 7 
8,-t'iS.7l*- Dar8 

81-9-18. -* 01 7 

gi-7-14, i6 5 6=CT 57. m 
8J .,-.B. 866=D»f io. (S.p P ") 



4* 1-T 

4i a*f. 
8?.2.i? 

iB. 5.1 



(Apr J7» * if 

(Ma? 
(May 10) 
(May 16) 

(May l 9) 
ft lay 20} 



(June *}) 

<Dar?>(Atig*ai) 
(Aug. a6) 
{Aug. 27) 



Darius I— i 
spL ;7 ^S P ar 8"> Dar* (It. Uruk) 

V5 4. 87/88 

7 6-tw7,S+t644- Dat 12 
B4*i-it-, : 9S. Babylon 

82- 9-18,4* 5 8 
TuM 2^3, ,6 5 

87-7-14, i44=BOR 1, 1886/7, 76 

83- 1-8, 991 = Dar 1 3 (Sippar?) 
Si 6-25, f8=Dar 1 s . Babylon 
82^9-18, 369=Dar 16. (Sippar) 14 * 
Dar 17, Sippar 

B3-1-18, 1017— Dar i8 147 
83-1-18, 1208 = Dar 20, Sippar 



J*-AL Durand. Documents cunciformcs de la IV* Sec- 
tion de I'Ecole pratique d« Hautes Etudes* T> I: Catalogue 
ct copies cuncif»rmc*= ftctile pratique des Hautes Etudes, 
IV* Sectiun Sciences htstoriqucs ct philologiqucs 1L Hautes 
Etudes Oncfltjlci 1* (Geneve, Paris 
140 So ace. to Register of provenience. 
So acc* to Register of provenience^ 
w Uruk region, ROTO I, 
w Soacc to Register of provenience. 
lw So acc, to Register of provcnicncc 

ud>o in NcolJabv Ionian Irxunomic and Legal 
Univ. of Minnesota, Minneapolis 1972).. 
A. PoebeJ. AJSL \G, 19^9. ijj, suggested dat- 



c»< 



ing the text to Darius' rule, which is howev " Jj*5 
li person by the name of m^jm^gj^gt 
text was active from the begmntns "M mc t. ^ dthc( 
reign. The dating of the text of the W» 

Cambyses, Bard.ya or Darius a «1» P«* * )js , „ 
W> Next text which we should include in « . )(M 

»f« (BH 7 J904)=Dar .9. *« otdl °* u (VII). W £ 
m j the month Should be read as Ta* « ^ diog i S no» 

copy speaks rather for WCfyjS*ffl% **% 
confirTed by 

.ceording toWmnis' co «,on ^ ^ tf [MU 
ed 4th November 1991), , the yc** 
14. KAM or I M| L .4 KAM 



6? J, i? 


(Nov. 1 1) 


I* 0*1 


(Dec, 6) 


8. 9*t» 


fDcc. 2J) 


20* 9* 1 
ax. 9*1 


(Dec 27) 


5 • 19*1 


(J a «- 8* T2o B.Cl 

/ 


14.10. 1 


(J* 1 ** »7) 


f 7,!0?.l 


(Jan. 20) 


22.IO.I 




14^10. 1 ? 


(Jan. 27) 


rjAo.1 


(Jan. jo) 


6,11,] 


(Feb. 8) 


8.J M 


(Feb. to) 


17* 1 i.t 


(Feb. j 9) 


17. 1 1.1 




\t).l \ .t 


(Fcb> it) 


i6. l 1.1 


(Feb. 28) 


.1 i.t 




2L, Il.t 


(March 5) 


3*12. K 


(March 6) 


1,12.) 


(Dar!) (March 8) 


6?.t2.i 


(March 9) 


8.12.1 


(March 1 1) 


14.12.1 


(March 17) 


t6,U.T 


(March 19) 


1 8. 12.1 


(March 21) 


10. 1 £. 1 


(March 2j) 


21.12>1 


(March 24) 


22.1 i,| 


(March 25) 


-12.1 




9 - 1 








19. - I 





D *tll!S AND BAByloni aw 

UU < *Wm M THE UCHT 

vs <>. Ill 

fll '9-'8, 2616 

VS 5. 89- Babylon 
Dar ^3. Borsippa 

VS 6 . 59- Babybn 
94-6-11.49^ fionippa 

81- 9-i8, 1409 

82 - 9-i8 ( 4ojq ; 

8 *-9-'B, ? 108 

j = AOAT222.no. 22. BotW 
^^33^Da rM(Sippar) ^ 

84-2-11, ij9=Dar iy 

81- 9-18, 1803 

83- 1-18, 4 o2=Nb n 49 
VS 3, 88. Borsippa 

79-4*30, 4 -Dar 26. Babylon 

82- 9-18, juG 

82- 7-14, j J4 

83- 1-18, 229:= Dar 27 
83-1-18, 48 5 = Dar 2 g 
8j-m8 ? 793 

6 i-i 8„ 404=Dnr Z9 
82-9-18, 4401 
82-9-18, 1 1 271 
82-9-18, 265 j 
82-7-14, 398=CT 57. 707 
82-9- 1 8 A, 249, Sippar 148 



M3 



4-1. 

22,|, 



Chronological Arrangement of the documents dated in year 121 B.C. 

(rill the fall of Nebuchadnezzar IV) 



Dar 1 
Dar 1 

Dar 1 



(Apr. t7. jii) 
(May j) 
(May 8) 
(May 10) 



SPL j7s=Spar 8 Dur-x (k. L : ruk) 
88-j-i2 t 9 

Darius rakes pnrr in the b.irtJe at Kunduru.^ tn Media. 
«3-l-t8 t 785 



1«4 



I he dair rtf \fc / 
editi^^ ty • ' WB&csicd by Ungnad in his 

in the fmt " Wr0 ^ because there was no intcrcaJation 
r «f Darius. For the same reason wc cannot 



1 as 



4Ccc Pt Lei h~* Wl * -F, " UI< ror Ir *e same reason wc 

u - ua7r^ yi > rCadinB of ,he da,c o( Si "9 lS * 8*7 

^^them * T u* ^ eicnt y/ Gc "y«on w *-9) i>ccause it 
d aru | anu ^ W Allowed by an intercalary month Ad- 
feads thi«i-, ' Ut ,cxt ^ coltated by MacGinnis who 



ni.SB IGI'iii 

r^.ftjI.KAMMU 10 [ + 
and comments on it: M as the mrroducnon to the Jencr 
includes Nidinru and Btddya the teat most date bctuccn 
vcars 6toi t of Darius; so with the traces SW 10+ «r 
must be from vears 10 ro zy The number of the div ,5 
very difficult to read". Uter he idded: "it rmist be year 
due to UiSfi lGi-ni" 



STEFAN ZAWAOKICI 
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4.1, 

l.i. 



*:-5 
M-3 

tH- 

I S . J - 
J4-1- 



4-* 
S.6. 

f 1*6* 
14.6. 

I 

11-6. 
25.6. 

25.6, 
1^ 

13.7* 



Dir 1 
Dari 

Dar t? 

Dar 1 
Nbk 1 

<Nbk?>» 
Par 1 
Dir i 

<D*r)t 

Nbk 1 

Nbk 1 

Dar 1 

Dar 1 

Nbk 1 

Nbk 1 

Nbk 1 
Nbk I 
Nbk t 
Nbk t 
Nbk 1 
Nbk 1 
Nbk 1 
Nbk r 
Nbk 1 
Nbk 1 



Nbk 1 
Nbk 1 
Nbk 1 
Nbk 1 
Nbk t 
Nbk t 
Nbk t 
Nbk 1 
Nbk i 
Nbk 1 

Nbk t 
Nbk 1 
Nbk 1 
Nbk 1 
Nbk t 
Nbk t 



(May 19) 
(May ia) 

{Mar *s) 

(June S) 
(June 2 j) 
(June 25) 



(Aug. 22) 
(Aug. t$) 
(Aug. i?) 
(Aug, *&) 
(Aug. 17) 
(Aug. 17) 
(Sept- 2) 
(Sept. 4) f 

(Sept. 9) 

(Sept. 10) 

(Sep** t^? 
(Sept. 1 

(Sept* iSj 

(Sept. 10) 

(Sept- 2j) 



(Sept, 22) 

(Sept* 26) 
(Sept. 18) 
(Sept, jo) 
(Oct. 1) 
(Oct, 2) 
(Oct* 8) 
(Oct 10) 



(Oct 11) 



(Oct ij) 
(Oct. 20) 

(Oct 2J) 



Nbk 1 



7 <5.«r-t7.S+ 
g 4 ^M, 9« Babylon 

Nbk 1 1- (SipP ar ) . 

YBC 4049- Y ° 
Dar 17- SipP ar 

8,.,-iS. 1017 . vvu if. Kurb« 
YBG 4066= YOS A v " J > 

STmGocc jNES 41). Uruk 
YOS XVII 289 

TCL 12, Z2 
YOS XVII 290 
Neirab 1. (Nippur region) 
YOS XVII 291 

BRM I43. Borsippa (Cf. Joannes, RAss 76, 19^* n 9>- 
YOS XVII 292 

Nbk 13, Cameron* AJSL 58, 1941, 3»«. 23. Babylon (Danda- 
maev, OLZ 78, 1983. 3*5) 
YOS XVII 501* Uruk 
TuM 2/3, 150 

L. 1667 (Joannes 62 252-253). Borsippa 
L i6f 7 (Ibid. 247)- Borsippa 
Nbk 14 (Sippar archive) 
Nbk 1 5 (Sippar archive) 
Nbk t6 

TCL t a f 23. Kar-Nana 
YOS XVII 293 

yos xvn 296 

YOS XVII 297 
Unp, Erm. 1 ^494 

yos xvn 298 

BIN 1 99. Uruk 
Nbk 17, Babylon 
YOS XVII joa. Uruk 



w * Gj P McKwro, Ijte Babyloniin Tews in the Ashmo- 
lean Mu*eum=Oxford Rdmoni of Cuneiform Texts X (Ox- 
ford 1 9*4). 



Nippur region. RGTC 8, 6)- 



iik 1 (Nov* j) 



B ARDlYA f rj ARlUs 

* 1U5 AND BABYLOto,.- , 

YU3K,AN ^ S ^lt5 IN THE XICBT 



6?* Par i? (Nov. n) B M-iB, 1 logs Dar »o 

Beginning from ,, 9 . t all ttrc dalcd ^ 

Addendum: l p mished in November t^ z [ 

The list Of texts assigned to Ncbuchadne» ar TV 

2 [8/ 9 i6. Nbk r J 1V « no* be S u pp ! cmcnicd b . 

l7 .M t Nbk 1 ^' i m Bit^-BcUcti^i } thrCCadd ^^««t,: 



. VS 4, q152 

Nbk 1 r-r- 



I May 1995] 



ri« Mentioned by M.A. Dandamacv in NABU ,fe t D , 

'« Cf. Dandacnacv. ibid. a „d S. Z^B, rf JAJU to be p.bl,,,,^ ' ^ », 

« '» Dandwiw, Ibid.; Zaw^ki. ibid. 
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